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The study of interpersonal aspects of personality 
of pregnant adolescent girls as compared to their peers was 
undertaken primarily as an attempt to obtain information 
about a little known subject in view of seeing what can be 
constructively done about an already existing situation. 
In this research, defining the personality of the 
pregnant adolescent is attempted through the bias of quali-
fying her interpersonal relationships with her boyfriend, 
father and mother. By means of these qualifications, it is 
possible to define interaction patterns indicative of per-
sonality types and to measure differences from the peer group. 
In order to do this, sixty-five pregnant adolescents 
from thirteen to twenty-two years were compared with sixt y-
six girls of the same ages who were not pregnant,by means of 
the Terci, a test to measure interpersonal aspects of per-
sonality. By measuring the relationships between the subject 
and her boyfriend, father and mother in terms of dominance, 
submission, love, and hostility, the following observations 
were retained concerning the pregnant adolescent group as 
being significantly different from observations of the peer 
group. 
The pregnant adolescent sees herself as more likeable, 
friendlier,and easier to get along with than does the girl who 
is not pregnant. She also differs from her peers in that she 
sees the boyfriend as cool and dominating. And the relation-
ship between them is like the one she perceives between her 
parents. This parental relationship differs acutely from that 
of the parents of the glrl who is not pregnant. 
Unlike the girl who is not pregnant, the pregnant 
adolescent also has a strong perception of the mother, and 
her relationship with the mother is strained and difficult 
to maintain. 
The pregnant adolescent's personality, as defined by. 
her interpersonal relationships, is influenced by the age of 
the subject: the older the subject, the more pronounced are 
the characteristics she attributes to herself and others. 
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Introduction 
After more than f ort y y8ars of research, an im-
pressive list of possible f actors has resulted from attempts 
to determine the personality of the pregnant adolescent girl 
as weIl as the sociological and p sychologi cal prcdisposing 
factors of her pregnancy. Factors such as pover t y, broken 
homes, unmoral parents, l imited educat ion, i gnor ance, lack 
of religious or moral training , mental defect, delinquent 
companions, and youth of the girls concerned, were all found 
to be very frequent in any situation of adolescent pregnancy. 
These factors, however, cannot be considered as causative; 
at best can they be seen as contributory factors towards preg-
nancy in the adolescent and their relation to the personality 
is even less certain. In any case, one is left with the ste-
reotyped portrait of the adolescent mother as one who is young, 
neglected, not much educated, psychologically disturbed and 
different from other adolescents who are not pregnant. 
On the basis of this difference, the pregnant 
adolescent has become the object of well - intentioned group 
programs which, unfortunately, only seem to emphasize the 
fact that she is different. Curiously enough, in spite of 
the fact that the pregnant adolescent group is defined as 
being very distinct from other groups, not one specifie 
personality characteristic 110r set of general characteris-
tics has been found to be typical of this first group. 
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It is not the purpose of this study to make another 
attempt to relate cause and effect r that is to say, illegiti-
mate pregnancy to a particular personality. This study is 
concerned with exploring a spects of the personality of the 
pregnant adolescent thro~gh the bias of interper sonal rela-
tionships she has with others . 
The questions that this research will attempt to 
answer are: 
a) how can the personality of the pregnant 
adolescent be qualified, when seen through 
the optic of her interpersonal relationships? 
b) does she differ from other girls of the same 
age who are not pregnant ? 
c) what are the salient points to be kept in 
mind when considering interventions with 
pregnant adolescents? 
In addition to exploring the interpersonal patterns 
of the pregnant adolescent group as compared with girls of 
the same age who are not pregnant, the author is also inter-
ested in finding out if there is any significant difference 
in these interpersonal factors between the early, middle , 
and late pregnant adolescents. Differences may suggest 
approaches applicable to a definite age group, whereas the 
present tendency is to base interventions on generalizat ions 
concerning all pregnrult adolescents re gardless of age. 
The first chéJ.pter of thi s study comprises a 
review of the literature pertir.ent to this research. The 
second chapter describe s the procedure, as weIl as the 
theoretical rational e whi ch supports this research. The 
results are presented i n th f' third chapter. A discussion 
of the results follows in the Î0urth chapter. 
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Chapter one 
A revi ew of literature 
Looking back ove r research done in the f ield of 
pregnant adol escents, it is possible to discuss the differ-
ent concepts postulated as dete J'.~rninants in adolescent preg-
nancy and in the personality of the pregnant adolescent. 
Mental deficiency 
According to Liben (1969). the factor most widely 
hypothesized in adolescent pregnancy before the 1930's , was 
mental deficiency in the sutjects. Lowe (1927) was one of 
the first to experiment with this postulate. Her study 
confirmed the fact that adolescents pregnant out-of-we dlock 
were indeed feeble-minded. 
Mental deficiency continued to be matter for 
specifie investi gation with unwed pregnant adolescents until 
1956 when Pearson and Amacher in Intelligence test results 
and observations of personality disorder among 3.594 unwed 
mothers in fv'Iinnesota 1 finally concluded that "the distri-
bution of intelligence among unwed mothers in general is a 
very close approximation of the distribution f or women in 
general" (p. 20). 
Environmental factors 
After the 1930's, ecological and environmental 
factors were invoked as causes for adolescent pregnancy . 
In f a ct, so strongly were poverty and bad home conditions 
(such as lack of par ental control, quarreling , abu se, and 
i mmorali t y in the parent s ) equat ed with adolescent preg-
nancy in the minds of people , that those who were not mem-
bers of these lower-class groups considered themselves 
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iinl1lUne to becoming pr egnant out - of-wedlo ck. I t was wi th a 
great deal of surp r i se that mi ddl e and upp er -class subjects 
began appearing in samples of pregnant adolescent s all across 
the continent. Clearly then, poverty and unheal t hy home con-
ditions, while true for many subje cts , as i n Schonholz's et 
al., study (1969), could not be applied to all pregnant 
adolescents. 
Psychogenic f a ctors . 
Clothier (194)), in stating that unmarried mother-
hood in our culture represents a distorted and unrealistic 
way out of inner difficulties and is thus comparable to 
neurotic symptoms and delinquent behavior, set the pace 
where psychological and psychiatrie disturbances held the 
foreground in subsequent research with pregnant adolescents. 
Pursuing this line of thought, Young (1945) tUl~ed 
towards the home situation to investi gate t he possibility of 
psychogenic factors which would validat e t he hypothesis of 
mental perturbat i on in pregnant adolescent s . From an exten-
sive study with one hundred subjects, Young in Personalitï 
patterns i n unmar ried mother s (1945), concl ude d t hat t he 
fundarnental background factor pre sent in her sarnple was 
domination in the home by one parent (36% by the mother, 
and 15% by the father). She goes on to say that the un-
married mother, without exception "was overly dependent 
upon her mother and both resented and embraced that ten-
dency" (p. 84). 
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Without mentioning how she arrived at her findings, 
Young (1945) also concluded that "aIl these girls had fund-
arnental problems in their relationships with other people" 
(p. 301), and that "there is nothing haphazard or accidental 
in the causation that brought about this . specific situation 
with these ~pecific girls" (p. 296). 
Connell and Jacobson (1971) also suggested from 
their study of forty-eight pregnant adolescents, that poor 
inter-farnily relations were a major factor in these girls' 
historiesp and Littner (1956) equally mentioned that the 
state of pregnancy gratified the girls ' dependency needs. 
Many other researchers found that psychopathology 
was a common factor with pregnant adolescents. A few of 
these studies follow. 
Kasanin and Handschin in Psychodynarnic factors in 
illegitimac~ (1941), suggested from a study of sixteen sub-
jects "that these pregnancies represent hysterical dissocia-
tion states in which the girls act out their incest phantasies 
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as an expression of the Oedipus situation"(p. 83 ). 
Loesch et al. , in Sorne specific areas of conflicts 
ob served during pregnancy: a comparative study cf rnarried 
.§md unrnarried pregnant wornen ( 1962 ) found that "pregnancy 
frequently seerns to occur subsequent to object loss" (p.6 25). 
They observed that obj ect losses such as death of a parent or 
separation from parents, boyfriends or other significant per-
sons, or the loss of a job or a position , were cornrnon factors 
just before conception in the lives of the wornen they studied. 
Kravitz et al., in Unwed rnothers (1966) conducted 
an extensive study of eighty-three subjects. They advanced 
that the emphasis should be shifted "to the psychic economic 
balance between the instinctual drives and motivations on one 
hand, and the ego control on the other hand" (p. 461). 
They found that adolescent pregnancy occurred pri-
marily as a result of the subject's deficient ego control in 
the presence of sexual drive, ego control meaning "the capa-
city to plan, to foresee the consequences of actions, to 
adequately test reality, to take responsability for one's 
action and to take suffi cient precautionary measures" (p.462). 
They sugge sted early emotional depri vation, broken home s, lack 
of control on the part of the parents, absence of one orboth 
parents, double-bind relationships, and impoverished object 
relations as causes of deficient ego control. 
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Deficient ego fun ctioning was also the common 
factor drawn from two hundred subjects interviewed by 
Friedman, in Unwed motherhood: a continuing problem (1972). 
The ego is "that part of the personal ity which mediates 
between instincts and reality and which is aware , remembers, 
plans, acts and avoids" (p .119) . 
Babikian and Golrunan ( 1971) also concluded from 
their findings that their subject s lacked adequate ego and 
super ego structures. 
Contrarily, Kin ch et al ., in Sorne aspects of 
pediatrie illegitimacy (1969) concluded that pregnant ado -
lescents were not psychopathological cripples . In a study 
of one hundred and forty-nine pregnant adolescents, they 
found that "these young patients are not pathologically , 
emotionally or psychiatrically disturbed" (p. 28). 
They even suggested that "the fascinating pastime 
of probing into the emotional background of these young peo-
pIe ••• may be an example of the 'self-fulfilling prophecy' " 
(p. 29). In other words, if one sees adolescent pregnancy 
as a symptom of pathology, one is likely to interpret the 
pregnant adolescent's behavior in pathological terms. In 
this way one contributes to the very disturbance one tries 
to avoid. 
One must not forget, as Deutsch in The psychology 
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of women: a psychoanalytic internretation (1945) stated that 
"conception is followed by a tremendous upheaval in the fe-
male organism as a whole" (p. 126) . He raised the question, 
is the unwed mother really different from that of the married 
mother? By means of clinical illustrations, Deutsch describ-
ed symptoms of pathology in many pregnant, married women that 
were often presented as peculiar te unwed mothers only. Im-
plicit in his findings is that the unwed mother does not 
differ from the pregnant , marri ed woman. 
In answer to to the unspoken opinion that illegi -
timate pregnancy was necessarily deleterious in itself, 
Barglow et al., (19 68) believed that for certain individuals 
in their study group the pregnancy, far from being the be -
gil:ll1ing of a downhill spiral, was an important factor lead-
ing to an increased depth of understanding between the preg-
nant adolescent and her family of origine They added that, 
for their sample of seventy-eight pregnant girls between the 
ages of eleven and sixteen, they found it impossible to apply 
psychiatrie diagnosis to their patients' difficulties and 
could not even determine whether these girls were emotional·· 
ly disturbed. 
Following this line of reflection, von Der Ahe, in 
The unwed teen-age mother (1969), while not i gnoring certain 
factors such as broken homes and inadequate supervision by 
the parents, remarked from his study of one hundred and fifty 
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pregnant adolescents, t hat the Ereat majority of these girls 
were perfectly normal healthy girls and "their pregnancy re-
sulted because they ar~ deeply emütionally involved with the 
boy and this is interpreted as being in love" (p. 284). 
Commenting on von Der Ahe 's study, Dr. Charles 
Kimball added "they have reacted in a perfectly normal way 
to their innate biolo gical feelings of need for intimate 
physi cal con tact and pro crea ti ve acti vi ty" (p. 286). 
Munt, in Sorne social i m2li cations of teenage out-
of-wedlock ~regnancy (1967) summarized the situation when 
she said 
the old generalizations about poverty, 
neglect, and low social status as causes 
of i llegitimacy no longe r are adequate. 
Neither can we conclude that any out-of-
wedlock pregnancy must be due to sorne 
deep-seated emotional problem, although 
it would be comforting to think so (p.41). 
Develo2mentalfactors 
While sorne researchers investigated psychogenic 
factors as possible keys to understanding the personality 
of the pregnant adolescent, others postulated that the age 
of the pregnant subjects was related to particular behavior 
patterns in the subject within her family. Liben ' s (1969) 
study is an example of this. She observed that the youngest 
pregnant girls (under fifteen years) demonstrated severe 
primary predisposing factors which she defined as very 
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unstable family situations, (suc}) as their mothers' chaotic 
marital and sexual patterns which had become models for the 
girls). With the older girls, ( s ixteen to twenty years) as 
the primary predispo sing factors diminished, the secondary 
predisposing factors increased. These included the parental 
relationship, the subject's relationship to the members of 
her family, and early narcissistic in jury. Young women of 
twenty to twenty-four years showed mostly what Liben call s 
precipitating factors: object losses, narcissistic injuries, 
intolerable home situations, a.."1d/ or identi ty problems. Wi th 
her oldest group (twenty ta thirty-six years), exciting fac-
tors such as the availability of the partner and early sex-
ual stimulation seemed to be the predominating pattern. 
Hatcher, in The adolescent experience of pregnancy 
and abortion: a developmental analysis (1973) also advanced 
that developmental factors had a bearing on illegitimate 
pregnancy in young girls. She observed that "chronological 
age and d~velopmental age are not necessarily related in 
adolescence" (p. 64). She added that the three stages of 
adolescence (young, middle and late) were also independent 
of demography and personality style. From her study of 
thirteen subjects, she concluded that the young adolescents 
(young as determined by her scale) became pregnant because 
they lacked information about pregnancy, acted out of a 
desire to get attention from their mothers, or becausethey 
experienced sexual identity confusion. ~Vi th the middle 
1) 
adolescents (again as calculated by her scale ), the central 
dynamic was involvement in a reactivated oedipal relation-
ship. Whereas with the late adolescents the illegitimate 
pregnancy was utilized to obtain increased affection and 
commitment from their boyfriends . 
Sociological factors 
In the 1960's, yet another concept was postulated as 
bearing on adolescent pregnancy. This time, sociological fact-
ors were investigated. Vincent (1962) especiru.ly brought out 
the incompatibility that existed between society's attitude 
to illicit coition which was a part of the "fun morality" it 
condoned, and its result, an illicit pregnancy, which it cen-
sorede 
Waters' (1969) study appeared to calI society's 
approach in question. He advanced what he called a syndrome 
of failure: that pregnant adolescents were failures socially, 
vocationally, educationally, psychologically and medically. 
Were these girls really failures or had society failed to deal 
with them constructively? 
A review of the literature has shown that attempts 
to find causative factors for adolescent pregnancy and to de-
termine the girl 's personality have thus far resulted in pro-
ducing an imposing list of suppositions. None of the concepts 
postulated (mental deficiency, environmental factors, psycho-
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pathology, or sociological factors) can be related to aIl 
pregnant adolescents. Clearly then, the complexity of human 
behavior and the influence of possible contributory factors 
create the necessity for research to be more specifie in its 
approach to quaI if y the personality of the pregnant adolescent . 
Chapter II 
Procedure 
This research permits one to attain two objectives : 
the usefulne ss of the data obtaine d by means of the Terci, and 
the influence of age and pregnancy on the personality of pre g-
nant adolescents as compared to a peer group of girls who are 
not pregnant . 
The population 
In order to explore t he influence of age and preg-
nancy on interpersonal aspects of personality, a sample of 65 
preenant, French-speaking girls CU) between the ages of 13 
and 22, from unwed mothers' homes in two large Quebec citi es , 
was tested. From local secondary schools and colleges, a 
peer group sample Cp) of 66 girls was obtained. The total 
sample was possible only because it was available. No attempt 
was made to equalize the number of subjects of each age within 
each group especially as some subjects had to be eliminated 
during the statistical processing of the data because of in-
validating test answers. The intergroup a ge levels for the 
sample were formed as follows: 
early adolescence, 13 to 15 years; 
middle adolescence, 16 to 19 years; 
late adolescence, 20 to 22 years. 
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The independent v~q.l:iables 
Liben (1969) and Hatcher (1973) found that age was 
an important factor in each of their respective studies with 
pregnant adolescents. It i s not unreasonable to expect that 
age, speaking from apurely developmental point in view, in-
fluences the personality. For this reason, the factor age 
has been retained as an important variable in this study; it 
will be of interest to explore its effect within an interper-
sonal relationship design. 
The preceeding review of literature suggests very 
strongly that adolescent pregnancy is indicative of some sort 
of anomaly or patholo gy. Deutsch (1945) on .the other hand 
suggests that many symptoms of pathology, often presented as 
particular to the adolescents pregnant out-of-wedlock are , 
in fact, present in many pregnant married women. The factor 
pregnancy then has been retained for this investigation in 
order to measure if it is related to differences in the per-
sonality of the adolescent in any significant way. 
The dep endent variables 
The following variables will be used in this inves-
tigation: the subject's perception of the role she attributes 
to herself and others, her perception of each person's charac-
ter, the nature of her relationships with the others and the 
inherent cost, what affect the relationship with the partner 
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has upon her in terms of satisfaction , dependence, and her 
attitude towards change within the relationship with the 
partner. Each of these variablE;s vdll be elaborated upon 
in the description of the Terci. 
The Terci 
This study is concerned with interpersonal aspects 
of personality; that is to say, by taking inventory of a per-
son ' s interpersonal behavior, one rnay infer certain personal-
ity characteri stics to that person. Leary (1956) was one of 
the many researchers to study interpersonal behavior as a 
theory of personality. In order to measure Leary's concept, 
Laforge and Suczek (1955) developed a checklist by means of 
which one can establish from the responses a subject gives, 
the roles this subject designates to herself as weIl as t o 
others in terms of dominance and affiliation traits. 
Hould (1976) inspired by this model and by Carson ' s 
(1969 ) subsequent work on interpersonal concepts, created a 
cheklist for a French-speaking population. The checklist is 
called the Terci (see Appendix A). It permits one to inven-
t ory a subject's perception of herself, her partner , her father 
and her mother in terms of dominance- submission and affiliat i on-
hostility. From this, one can determine each person's role , 
character and the quality of ·the relationships formed by the 
subject with the partner or boyfriend, with the father and 
with the mother, and between the father and mother. The 
19 
inherent cost of each relationship can then be obtained, as 
weIl as an index of the degree of satisfaction a subject feels 
within her relationship with the partner or boyfriend. One can 
also determine a subject's degree of dependence upon the rela-
tionship and her attitude towards any change necessary on her 
part in order to maintain the relationship. 
The Terci, as with other tests of interpersonal rela-
tionships, cannot possess the objectivity and precision of mea-
surements used in exact sciences (Cronbach, 1960). However, 
the Terci has the advantage of supplying us with descriptions 
of behavior which can be operationalized, and for this reason 
the Terci is a very useful instrument in providing us with in-
formation as to interpersonal aspects of personality. 
The Terci has a construct validity of .76 and a re-
liability test-retest, of .85 for dominance and .90 for affi-
liation (Hould, 1976). 
The Terci was administered collectively to each of 
the two groups of subjects. The term partner was redefined 
for the peer group to be a boyfriend that the subject had 
frequented for a period of not less than three months. 
Perception of roles and character 
A first operation with the Terci data provides one 
with the subject's perception of the role she designates to 
herself (8), the partner or boyfriend (p), the father (F ), 
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and the mother (NI), in terms of d.ominance and affiliation . 
A role is defined in this stud.y, in terms of the degree of 
àominance and affiliation that a subjec-,:; attributes to an-
other. Role corresponds to the mean for each group plotted 
on the respective dominance-submission and affiliation-hos-
tility Cartesian coordinates of the Terci ( see Figure 1). 
The point of interEection of the axes represents neutrality 
on each dimension. 
Primary processing of the data also supplies infor-
mation about the diversity and flexibility of each person's 
repertory of behavior within a role, and the intensity with 
which the behavior is exercised~ This is called the character 
of the person described and is represented by the distance bet-
ween the center and the point designating the role (see Figure 
1). It is calculated as follows: . 
Car = \/ Dom 2 + Aff 2 
Perception of relationship and inherent cost 
Watzlawick, Beavin, and Jackson (1972) maintained 
that a relationship between two people was either complement-
ary or symmetrical. Hould's (1976) research with the Terci 
permits one to explore the complementarity or symmetry of the 
interpersonal relationships that exist in the mind of the sub-
ject between the subject-partner (S-P), the subject-father 
(S-F), the subject-mother (S-M), and the father-mother (F-M). 
-45 -30 
Hostility 
Dominance 
x 
M 
45 
30 
-30 
-45 
Submission 
p 
30 
Je 
S 
21 
45 
Affiliation 
Fig. 1 - Carte sian coordinates illustrating role and cha-
racter of the persons described by the Terci. 
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The complementarity and symmetry of a relationship is ex-
pressed in terms of dominance and affiliation . Complementa-
rit y exists when the behavior of A raises the opposite beha-
vior in B. Operationally, compl ementarity is the negative 
result of At s dominance or affiliation score multiplied by 
Brs dominance or affiliati.on score. A symmetric relationship 
is one wherein At s and Bts behaviors are the same and it cor-
responds to a posi ti ve resul t from the same calculations. 
Carte sian coordinates are used t o illustrate the 
nature of the relationship. The middle point indicates a 
perfect balance between complementarity and symmetry. The 
upper, vertical axis , at its extremity, represents the strong-
est symmetry in relation to dominance , whereas the extreme 
point on the lower, vertical axis, again in terms of dominan-
ce, represents the strongest complementarity. The strongest 
symmetric affiliation is repre sente d by the extreme point on 
the right horizontal axis, whereas the extreme point on the 
left horizontal axis corresponds to the strongest complement-
ary affiliation (see Figure 2). The intensity of the couplets 
characteristic behavior is translated in terms of absolute 
scores. 
Carson (1969) exposed Thibautts and Kelleyts (1959) 
theory of cost to an individual in a relationship. A good 
relationship, whether complementary or symmetric, is charac-
terized by an absence of malaise. Tension arises when a 
Symmetric as to dominance 
RelationshiD 
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to dominance and 
complementary as 
to affiliation 
x 
Complementary 
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Fig. 2- Cartesian coordinatesillustrating the complementarity 
or symmetry of the S-P, S-F ., S-M, F-M relationships and their 
inherent cost as described by the Terci (Hould, R., 1977). 
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complementary or symmetric relationship becomes extreme, and 
this tension implies a cost for the person who experiences 
the relationship (Carson, 1969). In the Terci~ cost is pro-
portional to the distance from the center and is obtained by 
calculating the mean of the hypotenuses of all of the indivi-
dual triangles whose height is the degree of complementarity 
or symmetry on the dominance axis and whose base is the de-
gree of complementarity or symmetry on the affiliation axis 
(see Figure 2). 
By means of the Terci, then, the relationships 
formed by the subject with the partner, with the father, with 
the mother, and the father with the mother, will be examined 
in view of their complementarity, symmetry and cost. 
Perception of affects and attitude towards change 
The degree or intensity of cost tells how a subject 
feels in the relationship that is to say, whether the subject 
is satisfied or dissatisfied with the relationship, a~d if 
she is dependent upon, or independent of, the relationship. 
In order to reach an index of satisfaction and dependence, 
the cost must be compared with an exterior criterion and an 
alternative situation (Carson, 1969). This operation is ins-
pired by Thibaut's and Kelley 's work on evaluating the out-
comes of cost and reward (1959). To calculate the index of 
satisfaction with the Terci, ~he exterior criterion is said 
to be the .parental relationship (Hould,1977). The index of 
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satisfaction then, is the cost of the father-mother relation-
ship minus tpe cost of the subject-partner relati onship : 
Sat = (Co st F-M ) - ( Cost S-P). 
A positive result corresponds to satisfaction and a ne gative 
result indicates dissatisfaction on the part of the subject . 
The de gree of dependence is obtained by oppo sing the 
cost of the subject-partner relationship with an alternative 
situation, the cost of the sub j ect-father relationship plus 
the subject-mother relationship (Hould, 1977). Thus, 
Dep = C< Co st S-F) : < Cost S-M)~ - < Cost S-p). 
A positive result indicates dependence, whereas a negative 
result qualifies the subject as independent . 
These results are transposed on Cartesia~ coordina-
tes (see Figure 3). The upper pole of the vertical axis cor-
responds to satisfaction, the lower pole to dissatisfaction. 
The right and left horizontal poles repre sent dependence and 
independence respectively. 
Having obtained the indexes of satisfaction and 
dependence, the Terci permits one to calculate the subject's 
attitude towards change in regard to her relationship with 
the partner. Figure 3 illustrates this concept. The vertical 
axis corresponds to openess towards change, whereas t he 
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Fig. 3 - Carte sian coordinates illustrating the indexes of 
satisfaction, dependence, and attitude towards change (Hould, 
R., 1977). . 
27 
horizontal axis corresponds to a closed attitude . According 
to the rationale of the test, one may say that a subject who 
is satisfied ru1d dependent is very open to a chru1ge in atti-
tude in order to maintain her existing relationship. A dis-
satisfied independent subject on the other hahd, is very mu ch 
closed ru1d unyielding to chru1ge. The satisfied, independent 
subject, as weIl as the dissatisfied, dependent subject are 
ambi valent in their atti-cude towards chru1ge . 
The attitude towards chru1ge is calculated: 
Chru1ge = Sato + Dep. 
V 2 
The intensity or the quality of being open, closed, 
or ambivalent to chru1ge corresponds to the length of the per-
pendicular line drawn from the diagonal line which joins the 
two points previously determined for satisfaction ru1d depen-
dence (Hould, 1977). 
The ru1alysis . ru1d statistical ru1alysis 
In view of the fact that the independent variables 
(age ru1d pregnru1cy) cannot be controll ed or mru1ipulated, the 
author proposes ru1 ex post facto research as described by 
Kerlinge r (1973). The retrospective nature of the study is 
such that cause ru1d effect cannot be established. However, 
the advru1tage of this type of research is that its controlled 
inquiry permits one to explore ru1 area which would otherwise 
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be impossible to expcriment. 
The results for the p:!:'egnant adolescent group CU) 
and the peer group (p) were submitted to a 2xJ analysis of 
variance to test for significant differences between groups 
for each variable. 
A t test was applied as weIl, to establish if any 
significant difference existed between the different varia-
bles. 
The test of significance for the analysis was set 
at .10 level because this study is an exploratory research. 
Chapter III 
Presentation of results 
In this chapter, the results for the 27 variables 
used will be presented. Special attention will be given to 
those significant relé'.tionships established in this study 
between the variables of the Terci, the age of the subjects. 
and whether the girls are pregnant or note The significant 
findings will be illustrated by figures showing the distri bu-
tion of the group means about the overall mean of the groups. 
The interested reader is referred to the specifie ~ppendices 
for a breakdown of all the variables tested. 
Perception of roles and charac~er 
It is to be recalled that a tabulation of the inter-
personal behavior attributed to self and to another by the per-
son examined, enables one to deterrnine the role and character 
of that person. A role is defined in this study in terms of 
the degree of dominance and affiliation that the subject at-
tributes to others; the character is defined in terms of 
diversity of behavior and the intensity or rigidity b.y which 
it is exercised. 
Self role and character 
Keeping in mind the Cartesian model used to illus-
trate the role and character (see Figure 1), the rationale of 
the Terci states that the positive pole of the dominance axis 
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represents the type of person who is competitive, organized, 
and able to take others in charge . The negative pole, on the 
other hand, is indicative of the type of person who is suspi-
cious, incompetent, docile anà submissive . In this study, no 
relation was found to exist between the degree of dominance 
that the subjects attributed to themselve~i their age , their 
pregnancy, or the interaction of the two together. 
On the affiliation axis, the positive pole indicates 
an attitude of conformity, submissiveness, and the ability to 
take others in charge. Contrarily, the negative pole corres-
ponds to a tendency to be different from others, suspicious 
and overbearing. Taken separately, neither age nor pregnancy 
creates a significant difference on the affiliation axis. 
However, if one considers age and pregnancy together, 
one observes an asymmetric interaction (see Figure 4). In 
other words, the three a ge levels within the peer group show 
practically the same degree of affiliation as those presented 
by the pregnant adolescent group, with the exception of the 
youngest pregnant adolescent. These young girls see themsel-
ves as occupying a less amiable role than the whole peer group 
and the · older pregnant adolescents. 
No significant difference exists between groups with 
the variable, self character. 
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Partner role and character 
No significant difference was observed for the 
partnerts dominance and partnerts character variables due 
to age, group or interaction. 
As to the partnerts affiliation, the pregnant 
adolescent group attributes more hostility to the father 
of the child than the peer group does to the boyfriend 
JJ 
(p < .05) • However, this affirmation does not apply to the 
youngest pregnant girls. These girls see their partners as 
tender and loving, whereas the older pregnant girls do not 
(see Figure 5). Unfortunately, the small number of subjects 
in this group (N=7) does not permit the author to conclude 
that the interaction of age and pregnancy influences the 
degree of affiliation perceived in the partner. 
Father role and chàracter 
The fatherts role differs significaritly betweeri 
groups due to the effect of the interaction for thi domi-
nance variable (see Figure 6). AlI the pregnant adolescents 
see the father as dominant and hostile. The peer group does 
not see the father as hostile and the attribution of dominance 
traits to the father diminishes the older the subjects are. 
However, this statement does not apply to the fa-
therts affiliation and character variables. AlI the girls 
whether pregnant or not, and at all age levels, have similar 
perceptions of the father character and affiliation traits. 
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Mother role and character 
The perception of th e mother, as to dominance and 
affiliation , does no t di f fer ac cording to age, group or inter-
action of age-group wi thln our sample. However, age creates a 
significant difference for the rnother character variable (see 
Figure 7). In other word s , the age of pregnant adolescents in-
fluences their perception of the mother character differently 
than it does for the peer group. It is the oldest pregnant 
girls who perceive the mother character as strong , whereas 
the youngest girls who are not pregnant see the mother charac-
ter as less pronounced . The means of the middle adolescent 
girls who are pregnant, and those who are not, are very similar, 
indicating that both groups perceive the mother character in 
the same way. 
Tables for analysis of variance for role and charac-
ter variables are found in Appendix B;profiles of roles on the 
axes of the Terci are in Appendix C. 
Summarily, the re sults of the statistical analysis 
for each person's role and character , lead to the following 
observations. 
The youngest pregnant girls see themselves as more 
hostile (M = -2.)) than the peer group (fil = 4.4; F5 ,125=1.56; 
p = .10) due to the interaction of age and pregnancy together. 
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,Fig. 7 - Distribution of group means about the overall 
mean of the group for mother-character. 
37 
As weIl, the pregnancy factor influences the 
pregnant adolescent's attribution of more hostility to 
the partner (M = i.5; F5,125 = 2.40; p <.10). 
The pregnant adolescent also attributes more 
hostility to the father (M = 5.6) because of the inter-
action of age and pregnancy, than does the peer group 
(M = 8.25; F5 ,125 = 1.58; p = .10). 
Age influences the pregnant adolescent's per-
ception of the mother character (00 = 16.5) as compared 
to her peers (00 = 14.0; F1 ,125 = 2.27; p <.10). 
In addition, the results plotted on the axes of 
the Terci indicate that both the pregnant girls and those 
who are not, see themselves as exaggerated versions of 
the mother; they also see the partner or the boyfriend as 
being similar to the father. 
Figure 8 illustrates a summary of aIl these 
findings. 
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Per ception of r elat i onships and inherent co s t 
From the data, it is po s sible to explore the nature 
and cost of the relationship s that a subj ect ha s with a boy-
friend or partner, f ather, and mother, as weIl as of the one 
that exists between f ather and mother. 
Subject- partner relationship 
No significant differences exist between groups as 
to dominance and cost variables. In fact, aIl age levels of 
both groups percei ve the partner as dominant (m = 8.15, cr' = 
12.42) and themselves as submissive (M = -7.54, or= 10.01) i 
(t = 8.20, p <.01). The subject-partner relationship then, 
is qualified as complementary as to dominance; the cost of 
the relationship is related to its complementary nature par-
ticularly because of the dominance aspect. 
One may observe that it is also complementary as 
concerns affiliation because aIl the subjects attribute hos-
tili ty to their partners (M = -4.31, cr= 12.46) while they 
see themselves as loving and amiable (M = 4.16,1""= 8.47 ); 
(t = 4.79, p(.01). 
Subject-father relationship 
AlI age levels of both groups, except for the 20 
to 22-year-old peer group, qualify the relationship with 
the father as complementary as to dominance. In spite of 
the fact that the late peer group perceives a balance 
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between the complementary and symmetric aspects of its rela-
tionship with the father, the age and pregnancy factors do 
not con stitute any significant difference between groups 
here. In general, the subjects represent themselves as sub-
mi ssi ve (M = -7.54, ~::: 10.01) and qualify the father as do-
minant (M = 6.90,\T"= 11.79); (t = 7.54, p <.Ol). 
The subject-father relationship is also complemen-
tary as regards affiliation for both groups , at all age le-
vels without exception. The father is seen as predominantly 
hostile (M = -3.72,~ = 13 .19), whereas the sub jects see them-
selves as loving (M = 4.16,V-= 8.47), (t = 4.14, p<.Ol). 
Age and group differences togethe~ with the inter-
action did not contribute significantly to the total varian-
ces as to cost for the subject-father relationship . 
Subject-mother relationship 
No significant difference exists between groups in 
respect to dominance. The subj ect-mother relationship is 
qualified as symmetric, because of the predominantly submis-
sive traits the subjects perceive in themselves and in the 
mother. In addition, the subjects see themselves as weaker 
and more docile (M = -7.54,v-= 10.01) than the mother, (M = 
- 2.40, cr- = 12. 18); (t = 2.68, . P <.01) • 
With the exception of the 16 to 19-year-old peer 
group, the subjects of aIl age levels of both groups have 
}.j.2 
a symmetric relationship with the mother as regards affilia-
tion. This symmetry results from the mutual tenderness and 
loving traits that the subjects perceive in themselves (M = 
4.15,0-= 8.47) and in the mother (M = J.84,<r= 1J.00); (t = 
5.JJ, p<.Ol). 
Concerning the cost of the subject-mother relati-
onship, the factors age and interaction create a significant 
difference between groups (see Figure 9). One may observe 
that the inherent co st of this relationship increases with 
the a ge of the pregnant girls . 
Father-mother relationship 
Both groups, at aIl age levels, perceive the fa-
ther as dominant (M = 6.90,~= 11.79) and the mother as sub-
missive (M = -2.hO,0-= 12.17); (t = 4.47, p <.01), thus cre-
ating complementary relationships. 
However, pregnant adolescents attribute more domi-
nance to the complementary father-mother relationship due to 
the effect of interaction than do adolescents who are not 
pregnant (see Figure 10). This perception is particularly 
pronounced in the 20 to 22-year-old pregnant adolescent. 
It is as if the subjects of this group have seen, over the 
years, the difficulties inherent in a dominant relationship, 
and their perception of the relationship is reinforced by 
their pregnancy. 
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The father-mother relationship is also seen as 
complementary with respect to affiliation by aIl subjects. 
The father i s ho stile (M = -3.72, u-= 13.19); the mother i s 
amiable (M = 3.8h,'\T" = 13.00) ; (t = 3.35, p <.01). The age 
and group factors do not contribute significantly to the 
total variance for the relationship with respect to affili-
ation nor to the cost involved. 
Tables for analysis of variance for the relation-
ship variables are found in Appendix D, and the relationship 
variables on the axes of the Terci are in Appendix E. Ana-
lysis of variance for cost variables are presented in Appen-
dix F . 
The preceeding results then indicate that no signi -
ficant difference exists between the pregnant adolescent group 
and the peer group as regards their idea.s of the quality of 
the 4 relationships; they are the same (see Figure 11) . 
However , age and interaction influence the cost 
of the subject-mother relationship, the pregnant adolescent 
experiencing an increasingly costly relationship with the 
mother the older she is . 
The father-mother relationship is seen as particu-
larly dominance-submission oriented by the pregnant adolescent 
due to the effect of interaction; adnlescents who are not preg-
nant attribute less dominance traits to the relat ionship . 
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Perception of the aff ects and attitude towards change 
The index of cost determines, in this study, just 
how satisfied a subject is in the relationship with the 
partner, how dependent the subject is upon the relationship , 
and the subject's attitude towards change ;that is to say, 
whether or not the subject is open, closed, or ambivalent 
to change in order to maintain the relationship in face of 
difficulty. 
Satisfaction 
Even though an analysis of variance establishes 
no significant differ ence between the adolescent who is preg-
nant and the one who is not~ the data indicates that the 
pregnant adolescent is more satisfied in her relationship 
wi th the partner (M = 72.00, tr= 379.00) than the peer group 
is (M = -12.77,'r= 308.03); (t = 1.59, p<.10). In other 
words, the pregnant adolescent, measuring relationship with 
the partner against the external criteria of the father-
mother relationship, perceives the father-mother relationship 
as more costly ( fil = 23lJ..49,r= 317.8.5) than her own (M=162.49, 
~= 220.80); (t = 2.14, p <.10); thus she is satisfied. 
On the other hand, the peer group's parental rela-
tionship is less costly (M = 166.79,<r= 199.11) as that expe-
rienced with the boyfriend (M = 179 • .56,~= 2.5.5 • .53); (t = .47, 
p >.10). So these girl s are dissatisfied in the relationship 
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they have with the boyfriend . 
Dependence 
The index of dependence is not related to age, 
pregnancy, or the interaction factors, nor is there any si-
gnificant difference between groups. The pre@1ant adolescent 
group is independent in i ts relationship '.vi th the partner 
( III = -16.6.5sV"= 172.00) as is the peer group with the boy-
friend (M = -27.24, rr= 199.82)-, Ct = .34, p >.10). 
In addition, both groups experience just as many 
difficulties with the partner or boyfriend (M = 171,r=222.49) 
as they do with the father ( IV! = 153.22,"'= 157.67); (t = .55, 
p>.10) or with the mother (M = 144.98, rt"= 132.57); (t =1.16, 
p;>.10). 
Attitude towards change 
An analysis of variance reveals that neither age, 
pregnancy, nor the interaction create a significant difference 
between groups in the attitude of the subject towards change. 
One may observe however that the pregnant adolescent 
shows herself to be more open (M = 39.20, tr = 364.60) than her 
peers (NI = -28.29,tr= 343.74) even thou gh the difference bet-
ween the means i s too weak to be significant (t= 1. 09, p> .10) • 
Figure 12 summarizes the preceeding findings. The 
analysis of variance table for the variables satisfaction , 
dependence, and attitude towards change , are presented in Ap-
pendix G. 
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Chapter IV 
Discuss ion 
This study has been concerned with exploring in-
terpersonal aspect~ of- personality of .the pregnant adoles-
cent as compared to a peer group of girls who are not preg-
nant, at different age levels, and to determine, within the 
limits of an ex post facto study, if any difference can be 
established between the two groups of girls. 
The Terci was administered to a group of 65 pre g-
nant adolescents, and 66 adolescents of the same ages who 
were not pregnant. 
From the information obtained, it was established 
that the pregnant adolescent sees herself as being no dif-
ferent in character from the adolescent who is not pregnant; 
she does, however, perceive herself as occupying a role in 
which she is friendlier and easier to get along with. 
Within her family, the pregnant adolescent quali-
fies her parents' relationship as more rigid and extreme 
than does the adolescent who is not pregnant~ the father 
dominating the mother. Outside the family , the subject ex-
periences a relationship with her partner not unlike that 
of the parents. vJhere she differs from the adolescent who 
is not pregnant, is that she attributes many cool, eVf?n 
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Closer observation also reveals that the peer group 
qualifies domination by the father as firm, loving authority 
that encourages love and respect, whereas the pregnant ado-
lescent's perception of the father's dominance is one of a 
hostile i mposition of his values upon others around him. It 
would seem then, that pregnancy in these subjects , and their 
age, influence how they see the father; but, is is not pos-
sible to conclude that the father is hostile and domineering 
because of the daughter's pregnancy . It would, however , be 
safe to assume that the pregnant state has only enhanced an 
already underlying pattern ( as evi denced by the peer group's 
similar perception of the father as dominant) and has become 
a stronger point of view with these girls. 
This affirmation lS also true of the mother charac-
ter; but in this case, it is the age of the subjects that 
makes the difference . While Liben (1969) did not conduct a 
study of interpersonal aspects of personality, she also found 
that age was an important factor. The older subjects of this 
study view the mother character as being strongly different, 
more so than do the younger subjects. One expects this is 
due to maturing processes and the past experience of the 
girls that permits them to make comparisons and form opini-
ons. 
Just as a distinction was made with 'the father con-
cerning his dominant raIe , the mother character is seen as 
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different from that of the peer group. The mothers of the 
pregnant subjects are represented as weak, submissive, and 
preoccupied with their own problems to a point where it is 
difficult for them to be op en to othe r persons. The peer 
group mother has more autonomy, is able to make decisions. 
It will be remembered that Liben (1969) also f ound that the 
mothers of her younger population had been models of chaotic 
marital and sexual patterns. Without knowing if the mothers 
of the pregnant adolescents of this sample present chaotic 
sexual patterns, the data suggest that these mothers are in-
deed less able than the peer group mother who appears more 
mature and responsable. 
The pregnant adolescent also has a different and 
stronger perception of the partner. She perceives the father 
of her child as a fellow who is cool, cold and even hostile. 
It is worthy of note that t he girls who had shared intima"te 
activity resulting in pregnancy out-of-wedlock, attribute 
more negative traits to the partner than do those girls with 
whom pregnancy was not a resul t of their relationship. ~vhe­
ther the partner was seen in this light before pregnancy in 
the adolescent occurred is . impossible to establish as is the 
possibility that his behavior changed after pregnancy occur-
red. The fact remains that the pregnant adolescent does not 
have a very favorable idea of the partner. 
Even though pregnant adolescent sees partner, father 
and mother differently than does the girl who is not preg-
nant, the same i s not true of the view she has of herself 
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as compared to other young girls who are not pregnant. Ex-
cept for the younge st pregnant adolescents , aIl the girls 
in both groups see themselves as amiable and docile. That 
the youngest pregnant adolescents differ in their percep-
tions of themselves from aIl the others, suggests that preg-
nancy, at their age, raises a set of circumstances that they 
can meet only by being hostile . 
It is surprising though, to observe that the ado-
lescent, pregnant out-of-wedlock, (a situation that raises 
social and moral censure in this society) creates no differ-
ence. That the expected difference in role and character 
between groups is non-existent suggests that the Terci is 
perhaps limited by its categories, and that possibly the 
groups do differ in other aspects not brought out by this 
study. 
Of particular interest in this study is the fact 
that pregnant adolescents perceive themselves as exaggerat-
ed versions of the mother. Guillaume (1950) stated that 
imitation is an important part of behavior; one expects 
then that the girls of this sample see themselves as similar 
to the mother because they imitate her. 
It is also possible to suppose a strong identifi-
cation process on the part of the subjects t o t he mother. 
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Hatcher (1973) and Kasa~in and Handschin (1941) suggested 
that their subjects identified with the mother in order to 
please better their fathers to whom thC!y were attracted be-
cause of an unresolved Oedipal situation. This hardly seems 
likely because the peer girls in this study also identify 
with the mother and they are not pregnant. It seems more 
plausible to assume that the subjects, in general, identify 
with the mother and her submissive way of behaving in order 
to cope adequately with authority as she does: in the preg-
nant adolescent's case, it is severe, hostile authority, 
and in the case of the peer group, firm, gui ding authority. 
The same phenomena is observed concerning the fa-
ther and the partner; they are also seen as similar versions 
of one another. It would seem then that the perception a 
subject has of the father influences how she views the part-
ner. There is present implication on the part of both groups 
that all men are the same as are all women, and that the be-
havior of men and women necessarily differ. 
Inasmuch as imitation and identification are common 
to both groups, the end results are different for the preg-
nant ad'ole scent and for the one who i s not. The pregnant 
adolescent attributes more negative traits to the males with 
whom they inter-relate f and more yielding, submissive traits 
to females. Pregnancy contributes to the extreme nature of 
the perception, but it cannot be said that only pregnant 
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adolescents have extreme points of view. The attribution of 
more hostile traits to men and more submissive traits to wo-
men may also be true of older pregnant married women . What 
is important here is that the pregnant adolescent 's extreme 
point of view implies a limited repErtory of bchavior , and 
thus lesser adaptability than her peers, 
Relationships and cost 
As stated earlier, except for the cost variable in 
the subject-mothe r relationship, no difference exists bet-
ween groups as re gards the subject-partner, subject-father , 
and subject-mother relationships. One w0111d have expected 
that differences would exist between groups with r espect to 
the subject's relationships with each of these persons, in 
view of the fact that significant differences were observed 
between groups regarding the father's dominance and the part-
ner's affiliation. 
The most obvious explanation is that a relationship 
is not the simple addition of two roles. Secondly, as with 
character, it is possible that the two categories dominance 
and affiliation in the Terci do not as finely define as many 
personality traits as one would be led to believe by the ra-
tionale of the test. It 8eems most reasonable to assume then, 
that marked differences between groups were absorbed by the 
quality of the relationships. It i s to be remembered thàt 
the subject-partner and subject-father relationships are 
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qualified as complementary both as regards dominance and 
affiliation that is to say, in spite of differingdegrees 
of dominance expressed by the father, and the hostility ex-
pressed by the partner , the subjects of both groups present 
adequate opposite behavior to keep the relationships in ba-
lance without undue cost to the sub jects. 
It \'las previously stated that both groups identify 
with, or imitate the behavior of the mother. Data show that 
the subject-mother relationship is, in fact , predominantly 
symmetric in respect to dominance; that is to say, both per-
sons in the relationship have similar behavior . (It is only 
the late adolescent who shows a slight tenden cy towards com-
plementarity). The relationship is also symmetric because of 
the mutual affiliation traits of docility and tenderness ex-
hibited by both persons. 
However, the co st of the relationship differs between 
groups because of the interaction of a ge and pregnancy. This 
suggests that pregnancy increasesthe tension in the relation-
ship for the subject with her mother, especially with the 01-
der subjects because on the one hruld, the subject . identifies 
with and acts like her mother. Then, on the other hand, she 
ceases to be like the mother when she becomes pregnant out-of-
wedlock. The conflicting situation certainly contributes to 
the cost of the relationship . 
Preceeding informati on concerning role and character 
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qualified the pregnant adolescent's father as dominant and 
the mother's character as submissive. This perception re-
appears strongly in the father-mother relationship. Preg-
nant girls of aIl ages differ from their peers in that they 
see the father-mother relationship as complementary, charac-
terized by a strongly dominant father and a weakly submissi-
ve mother. Pregnancy in this study seems to be closely asso-
ciated with the perception of extreme behavior in others. 
The peer group's perception of the parental relationship is 
also one of complementarity, but they do not perceive the 
relationship as being extreme. It is not possible to esta-
blish how age and pregnancy are related to the perception 
of extreme behavior, but it does seem to be particular to 
the pregnant adolescent. 
To summarize, complementary relationships without 
undue cost characterize the subject's relationships with 
partner and father for both groups. In other word,s, in spi te 
of how other persons' role and character are qualified py the 
adolescents, pregnant or not, the relationship they form with 
these persons are complem,entary, and the co st relati vely low 
because of submissive traits. Symmetric relationships are 
formed only with the mother, because of identification and 
imitation, but the cost for ' the pregnant adolescent is very 
high, probably because of her pregnancy. 
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Affects and attitude J10wards chanp:e 
Relationships involve affects: satisfaction with 
the relationship, dependence upon it , and the person's atti-
tude towards any change requi red to keep the relationship 
from breaking up. 
No difference was found to exist between groups. 
liVi th the exception of the pregnant adolescent who tends to 
be more satisfied with the relationship with the partner 
than do the peers, one group is not more dependent or open 
to change than the other. Again, one would expect that the 
pregnant girl who perceives the partner as cold end even 
hostile , that this would have influenced her feelings about 
the relationship and her attitude towards change. The ab-
sence of conclusive evidence in this study suggests that 
concepts such as satisfaction, dependence , and openess to 
change are too complex to be measured because of other in-
fluencing factors. For example, satisfaction may be influ-
enced by parental rejection of the girl's pregnancy , soci -
ety's censure or emotional deprivation. Openess t o change 
i s also affected by many extrinsic factors. 
That the pregnant adolescent is more satisfied than 
her peers, in spite of her negative perception of the partner 
is probably related to the submissive , conciliatory role the 
" 
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subject attributes to hcrself and the low cost of her rela-
tionship with the partner. HoV!ever, it cannot be concluded 
that submissive, easy-to-get-along-with people are necessa-
rily satisfied. 
It was also observed that the pregnant adolescent 
is not characteristically dependent upon the relationship 
with the father of .the child. This suggests that the rela-
tionship in itself does not differ from any other adolescent 
girl ' s relationship with her boyfriend, (the data show this 
to be so; it is to be remembered that aIl the adolescents of 
this study experience complementary relationships with thei r 
boyfriends at relatively low cost). It would seem that preg-
nancy is a superfluous element having no bearing on the qua-
lit Y of the relationship nor the girl ' s dependence upon i t . 
However , the fact that no relation was found between preg-
nancy and dependence in this study, does not permit one to 
assume that these two factors are not related at aIl. 
The same statement can be made concerning attitude 
t owards change. The pregnant adolescent shows that she is 
no different from the girl who is not pregnant in her atti-
tude whèn faced with continuing her relationship with the 
partner or note Pregnancy does not seem to influence pre-
dictions as to how she would' act, suggesting that these two 
variables are independent of each other. 
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Clearly then, no definite affirmations may be made 
concernin g satisfaction, dependence and attitude towards 
change . 
Conclusion 
An exploration of personality , by means of the Terci, 
of the pregnant adolescent group as compared to a peer group 
which is not pregnant, has led to the following observations . 
Differences of perception do exist between the two groups 
concerning the different members with wh om they interrelate. 
Role and character 
It was found that pregnant adol escent s share the 
general perception of their family situation as one wherein 
the father occupies a dominant role, even to the point where 
he is seen as very hostile or severe. The mother, on the 
other hand, is submissive and docile in her role, tending 
towards weakness and lack of initiative. In addition , the 
older the pregnant adolescents are, the more they attr ibute 
weak character traits to the mother. 
It is to be remembered that Young (1945) concluded 
that domination in the home by one parent was the fun dament-
al factor present in her sample. ~fuereas she found that it 
was the mother who was domi nant, it is apparent from the 
data of this study, that the father ' s dominance traits far 
outweigh those of the mother. 
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hostile dominating traits to the father of her child while 
maintaining the perception of herself as amiable, friendly, 
and docile. 
AlI adolescents tend to imitate and identify with 
the mother; however, a conflict exists between the pregnant 
adolescent and her mother possibly ;because of ' the girl's 
pregnancy, raising the cost of the relationship to uncom-
fortable proportions, something the adolescent who is not 
pregnant does not experience with her mother. 
Age is an important factor in determining how the 
girls perceive the mother character. Older pregnant girls 
see the mother character as very pronounced; young girls 
who are not pregnant see the mother character as less pro-
nounced. 
Age and pregnancy in interaction in this study 
influence the idea a subject has of herself and her inter-
personal relationships. The older a pregnant subject is, 
the more pronounced are the differences of perception from 
that of her peer peers. 
It becomes apparent from this study that the infor-
mation obtained by means of the Terci can be a valuable ins-
trument as it brings forth important differences because 'of 
age and pregnancy in the subjects, information which canbe 
put to good use when calledupon to work with the pregnant 
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adolescent. 
However , the absence of conclusive evidence with 
the indexes of satisfaction and dependence and the attitu-
de towards change , merits future investigation, as empirical 
observation suggests that these concepts are, more often 
than not, implicit in any interpersonal relationship. Un-
fortunately, these concepts are strongly influenced by other 
factors or the context in which they are experienced, thus 
making it difficult to isolate them for scientific research. 
It would also be of interest to pursue the areas of 
role and relationship . In this study, three role variables 
were found to be significantly different be-eween groups, but 
only one these (the father's dominance) was evidenced in a 
relationship that was significantly different between groups 
( the father-mother relationship). It would be of great va-
lue to know if the concepts role and relationship, as defi-
ned in this study, are in fa ct interdependent. 
Also of interest would be a similar research using 
a group of married women during their first pregnancy as 
compared ta a group of pregnant adolescents. By opposing 
the findings of that study to the present study, the impor-
tance of the pregnancy factor could be evaluated with more 
accuracy. 
Appendix A 
The Terci 
LISTE. DE CO}1PORTEMENTS I N1'EF..PRFSONNELS 
Richard HOULD 
Dans ce feuillet, vous trouverez une liste de comportements ou d'attitu-
des qui peuvent itre utilis~s pour d~crire la mani~re d'agir ou de rciagir de quel-
qu'un avec le s gens . 
Exemple 0) Se sacrifie pour ses amis(es) 
(2) - Aime à montrer aux gens leur médiocr ité 
Cette li ste vous est fournie pour vous aider à préciser successivement 
l'image que vous avez de vous-mimes , de votre p8~tenaire, de vot re p~re, puis de 
votre mère dans leurs relations avec les gens. 
Pre nez les i tem de cette li ste un à un e t, pour chacun, posez -vous la 
question suivante: "Est -ce que ce comportement, ou cette attitude pourrait ê tre 
utilisé pour décrire la manière habituelle d'être ou d'agir avec les gens: 
Parti~ A En ce qUl me concerne moi-m~me? 
Partie B En ce qui concerne mon(a) pa r tena ire? 
Partie C En ce qui concerne mon p~re ? 
Parti e D En ce qui concerne ma m~re ? 
Pour r épondre au test, vous utiliserez successivement le s feuilles de 
réponses qui accompagnent cette liste d'item. 
Une r~pon8e "Oui " à l'item lu s'inscrira '0'. 
Une réponse " Non" A l'item lu s 'inscrira 'N'. 
Si vous ne pouvez pas répondre , inscrivez ~'. 
Lorsque, pour un item, vous pouvez répondre "Oui", inscrivez '0' dans 
la case qui correspond au num~ ro de l'item sur la feuille de réponses. Ensuite, 
posez -vous la même question pour l'item suivant. 
Lorsque l'item ne correspond pas à l'opinion que vous avez de la f açon 
d' agir ou de r éagi r de la personne que vnus ètes e n train de déc rire, ou que vous 
hésitez A lui attribuer ce comportement, inscrivez ' N' vis -A -vis le chiffre qui 
correspond au numl5ro de l'item. Ensuite, posez-vous la même question pour l'item 
suivant. 
Lorsque vous avez [ermin~ la description d'une personne, passez à la 
pe rsonne suivante. Il n'y ~ pas de bonnps ou de mauvaises r~ponses A ce test . 
Ce qui importe, d 'est l'opinio~rsonnt;'_!l!:. que vous avez de vous -même s, de 
vo tre partenaire, de votre père et de v0l re mère . Les résu ltats seron t compilés 
par ordinateur et vous s~ront remi s et expliqués individuellement. 
Vou s pouvez maintenant r épondre au questionnaire. Au haut de chacune 
des feui Il es de r éponse s, vous trol lverez Lln résumé des principales Instruc tians 
nécessaires pour r épondre au test. 
MERCI !lE VOIR I'; COLLABORATION 
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LISTE DE COMPORTEHENTS INTERPERSONNELS 
Prenez les item de la li ste un A un et, pour chacun, posez-vous la 
ques tion su ivante : "Es t ::c~CL~e l:~~~!!:P...? __ r:.lement, ou ce tte atti tude, décri t ou 
~aractérise l~ manière habituelle d'être ou d'agir avec les gens de la person-
.r:~~~_veux _~jpcr~~~~II. Ce Ile ··c i sel' a préci sée au haut de la feuille de r é ponses. 
Si, pour ur, item, votre réponse est "Qui", inscrivez la lettre 'Q' 
dans la case appropJ'i~e su r vo tre feuil l e de réponses. Dans tous les autres 
cas, inscrivez la iettre 'N' . 
premi.ère colonne su:" votre ff.'ldlJe de rpponses. 
01 - Capahl/' de Cp. del: et d'obf-SJ.r 
02 - Sensible à l' appro~ation d'autrui 
03 - lIn peu snob 
OLf - Réagi t sLluvent avec violence 
05 - l'rend plaisi.r à s'occuper du bien-être des gens 
06 - Dit souvent du mal de soi, se déprécie face aux gens 
07 .- ESSAie de réconforter et d'encourager autrui 
08 - Se méfie des conseils qu'on lui donne 
09 - Se fait. rcspec ter par les gens 
10 - Comprend ail Lru i. t to lé rant (e) 
Il - Souvent. IlIftl li l'aise avec l es gens 
12 - A une bnflllt2 opinion de soi-même 
13 - Supporle mal de se faire mener 
14 - Eprouve sou vent des d~ceptions 
15 - Se dévoue 68ns compler pour autrui., généreux<se) 
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LlSTE DE COMPO RTI:."1ENTS I NTERPERSON NE LS 
Prenez les item de la liste un A un e t , pour cha cun, pose z-vous la 
question suivan te : IIEst-c~e ce c 01T1po r tement 2 ou ce tte a ttitude , décrit ou 
c~~~~~~ ist ) 8. mani~ re habituel l e d ' ê tre ou d'ag~r ave c l es gens de l a oe rson-
!:_e_~e_i~_ veux-.9 é c r.:1 re2 11. Ce Il e - c i se ra p ré c isée au ha u t de la feui Ile de r éponses. 
Si, pour un item, votre ré ponse e s t "Ou i ", in scrivez la lettre '0' 
dans la case approp r iée sur votre feuill e de ré ponse s. Dans tous les autres 
cas, inscrivez la l e ttre 'N'. 
s. V. P., n'écrivez ri e n sur ce f euillet. 
--- ------------ --- -----------------------
16 - Prend parfois de bonnes décisions 
17 - Aime à faire peur aux gens 
18 - Se senl toujours inférleur(e) el honteux{se) devant autrui 
19 Peut ne par, avoir confiance en quelqu'un 
20 - Capable d'exprimer sa haine ou sa souffrance 
:n - A plus d'amls(es) que la moyenne des gens 
22 - EprouvE' rarc>ment de la tendresse pour quelqu'un 
23 - Pers~cuL6(e) dans son milieu 
7.4 - Change parfois d':!dée pour faire plaisir. à autrui 
25 - lntol érant(e) pour les personnes qui se trompent 
.76 - S'oppns!" djfficilement aux désirs d'autrui 
27 - Eprouve de la haine pour l a plupart des personnes de son entourage 
28 - N'a pas confjance en soi 
29 - Va au -df'vanl des désirs cl 'autul.i 
30 Si néCl'SSIÙ re, Tl' adme t aucun ullupromls 
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LI STE DE CœpUR TEMENTS INn.: ;U'ERSONNELS 
-------_ ..• _--- -_. -----
Prene~ les item de la ii ste un à un e t , pour chacun, p08e~ -vou s la 
question suivante : "~flt-ce que ce 1;~I!P0rt~~!.~ou cette attitude, décrit ou 
~ar8c!~rise_ la mani.ère .!!~bituelle d~.être ou d'~it avec les gens de la personne 
~e_~_~~x._déc~!r.e?". Celle-ci sera précisée au haut de la feuille de r épon ses . 
Si, pou r- un ttem. votre réponse est "Oui", inscrivez la lettre 'Q' 
dans la ca6~ app r opriée sur votre feuill e de réponses. Dans tous les autres 
c as , inscrivez 10 l ettre 'N' 
.~~.l.. n'écrivez l'len sur c e feuillet. 
----- -- ----------------------
Troisième col onne sur votre feuil t e de r épllnses. 
31 - Trouv~ tout le monde sympathiq ue 
32 - Eprouve du respect pour l'autorité 
33 - Se Gent compptent(e) da ns son doma ine 
34 - Conunandc aux gens 
35 - S'enrage pour peu de choses 
36 - Acceptf', par bontp., de gâcher sa vie pour faire le bonheur d'une 
personne lngrale 
37 - Se sent: t'mpérleur«(>} à la plupart des gens 
38 - Cher.dw À éptu (H, à lmpl't"sslo1111er 
JC) - Comble Il.l1trul de pr~' venanceB et de gentillesses 
LlO - N ' est jllmais eu cléstlo.:c.:ord avec qui que ce soit 
4 1 -- Manque parfois de lact ou de! diplomatie 
42 - Abesolll de pla.ire n tout le monde 
Id - ManJft"HLe de l 'emprf'IHlflment à t'égard des gens 
1-+4 -- IfeurE'lIx(sè) de reCf~V(ljr. ÙAS conseils 
I~S - Se montre recpnnai86nnt(e) pour l e s services qu'on lui rend 
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LISTE DE COMPORTEMENTS INTERPERSONNELS 
Prenez les item de la liste un à un et, pour chacun, posez-vous la 
question sulvante : "Est-ce que ce comportement, ou cette attitude. décrit ou 
caractérise la manière habituelle d'êtrp ou d'agir avec les gens de la per~on-
ne gue je veux décrire?". Celle-ci sera précisée au haut de la feuille de réponse", 
Si, pour un item, vot re l"éponse est "Oui", inscrivez la lettre 'a' 
dans la case appropriée sur vot re feuille de réponses. Dans t ous les autres 
cas, inscrivez la l et tre 'N'. 
S. v, P. , n'écrivez rien sur ce feui l let . 
Quatr ième colonne iur votre feuill e de r~pon se . 
46 - Partage les responsabilités et défend le s i ntérêts de chacun 
47 - A beaucoup de volonté et d' é nergie 
48 - Toujours aimabl e et gai(e) 
49 - Aime la compétition 
50 - Préfère Se passer des conseil s d'autrui 
51 - Peut oublier les pires affronts 
52 A souvent besoin d'itre aidé(e) 
53 - Donne toujours son avis 
54 Se tracasse pour l es troub les de n'importe qui 
55 - Veut touj ours avoir ra ison 
56 - Se fie à n'importe qui, naiflvc) 
57 - Exige beaucoup d'autrui, diffi c ile à satisfaire 
58 Incapabl e d'oublier le tnrt q lll~ les autres lui ont fait 
59 - Peut critique r ou s'opposer a l,ne opinion qu'on ne partage pas 
60 - SOIIVI! J11 expillilf"(e) pAr l\'s gt' lls 
LI.::in: DE C0MPORn:MFNTS !~TERPEKSûNNELS 
Pren e z Lps item de l a l iste un ~ liD et , pour chacun, posez-vou s la 
qUf"' ~, i un sld vlln te . "~~_~':.o::.:' ... ~ld,,=-~.~ _.~.(}.! n~().~tt:mt:.'.'2.t:L~'0_~~_t:..~_~S!~!:.~5~.~_L9j~.0~ ou. 
~.'~.r~5'~ci r i s~. I .p:...!_~~r~.i ~. I~,=- .. l1.~~) tl~e l._~~_.d .. '.. ~_tl:·~Ol:_. ~_ ~ ~E'I.~T.~:,ec_ .~.~_~ .. ~~_s_ .~_e_~ .. Er:'::~:l!.:~ 
~l~~t· . j:: . .".:..~~.d.~~5J.!~(:'? 1I I.;ell p·ci senl pl(~(:i~~f' "li hlll.ll de t a feuille de réPO IISe 'i . 
cas. 
Si , p uu r un i t em~ vot r e 
la csse aprl 'nprt~e sur votre 
i. · 1 sc r j V n:: ! A. lr~ t r J' l' 'i~ 1 • 
répons l:: 
f::>. \J i 1 l ,=-
est. " Oui" ) inscrivez la lettre '0' 
:,if' r.: ~;;·;;:'s€'s. Dans t0US les a u t r e ; 
n 2 Ex p r cf> '.l f! (·(lll :.rn lp s I '.r l e s g "' Tl 5 P .. l. e s c hoses qu j l' e ntourent 
0 ) Abu He ',(~ s nn [) ()uvo:i r et d t' C; O !l au torité 
04 - Capabl p d'ac~ep tc r s~ s torts 
05 A J :hahitude d
'
exag6re r se ~ m~ rjtes, de se vanter 
(1) - Peu t s " ~ l\primé r sans dé tmd 'S 
u7 - St~ s ent S (,dVPl1t impuis s nnt(e) P L incompéten l: (e) 
1 11I Adillet di f[l c lJeme il t l a c Oïll rnd i l l:ion 
1.1 FH l t pi1 .<; ser s ,' n p lai s ir e t ses inté rêts pers onnels a v ant tout 
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.1) , ~.; .. j ll s llfl e souv ent 
REPERTOIRE DE COMPORTEMENTS I NTERPERSONNELS 
FEUILLES DE REPONSF.S 
Informations générales 
Nom Sexe MDFD Date : 
Nom de mon (a) partenaire : Téléphone 
(Note: Le mot 'partenaire' désigne l e conjoint lorsqu'il s'agit d'un couple 
marié, ou l'ami(e) lorsqu'il ~ 'ag i t de personne s célibataires.) 
Je vis avec mon (a) partenaire : Oui D Non D Mon âge : _____ 4n5 
Je connais mon (a) partenaire depuis années. 
Mon père est : Vivant 0 Décédé 0 Je l'ai connu : Oui 0 Non 
Ma mère est : Vivante D Décédée D Je l'ai connue : Oui 0 Non 
D 
0 
Dans le cas où l'un de vos parents est décédé, vous pouvez répondre 
au test en utilisant vos souvenirs. 
Si, pour une raison ou l'autre, vous nlavez pas connu votre père ou 
votre mère, répondez au test en vous r appelant la personne qui a joué le rôle 
de par ent dans votre enfance. 
Vérifiez si vous avez bien compris les instructions on répondan t aux 
exemp l es suivants : 
"Est-ce que ce comportement, ou cette attitude décrit ou 
caractérise ma manière habituelle d ' être ou d'agir avec les 
gens?" 
(1 ) Se sacrifie pour se8 amis(es) Bo > (2) ( 2 ) Aime à montrer aux gens leur infériorité 
Si votre réponse est "Oui", inscrivez la lettre '0' dans la 
case appropriée . Dans tous les autres cas, inscrivez la lettre ' N' . 
Partie A : Description de mci-mê~~. 
Concentrez-vous sur ce que vous pen8~7. de vous-mêmes, ou sur l' image que 
voua vous faites de vous-mêmes. 
Prenez ensuite le premier item de la liste e t, posez-vous l a question 
suivante : "Est-ce que je pourrais utiliser cet item pour décrire ma Dltdnèr e ha-
bituelle d'être ou d'agir avec les gens?u . 
Apros avoir inscrit '0' ou 'N' dans la case appropriée, prenez l'item 
suivant et pepesez -vous la mâme-quention. 
Page 3 Page 4 Page 5 ~ Page 7 
01 16 31 46 01 16 
02 17 32 47 0 2 17 
03 18 33 48 03 18 
04 19 34 49 04 19 
05 20 35 50 05 20 
06 21 36 51 06 21 
07 22 37 52 01 22 
08 23 38 53 08 23 
09 24 39 54 09 24 
10 25 /.0 55 10 25 c ID 
.... 
~ 
11 26 41 56 11 26 N 
C) 
> 
12 27 42 57 12 27 .... ~ 
U 
'GI 
13 28 43 58 13 28 z 
14 29 44 59 14 
15 30 45 60 15 
N'écrivez ri en dans ces cases 
[1) 1 11111 r 
72 73 74 75 76 77 78 79 80 
CARTE 1 C'ÂRTE 2 
" 
Partie B : Description de mon(a) partenaire. 
Condentrez-vous sur l'image qui vous vient à l'idée lorsque vous pensez 
à votre partenairè . 
Prenez ensuite le premier item de la liste,et, posez-vous la question 
suivante : "Est-ce gue 1e pourrais uti 1 i ser cet item p<:>ur décrire la manière ha-
bitue lle de mon(a) partenaire d' ê tre ou d'agir tlvec le6 gens?". 
Après avoir i nscrit '0' ou ' N' dans la cese appropriée, prenez l'i tem 
suivant et reposez-vous la même-questi;n 
Pas e 2 Page 3 Page 4 Page 5 Page 1 Page 7 
01 0 46 16 
02 17 47 17 
03 18 48 18 
04 19 49 19 
05 20 50 10 
06 21 51 21 CIl ., 
07 22 37 52 22 
08 23 38 53 23 
09 24 39 54 24 
10 25 40 55 25 
11 26 41 56 26 
12 27 42 57 27 
13 28 43 58 28 
14 29 44 59 
30 45 60 
N'écrivez ri en dans ces cases 
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 
72 73 74 75 76 77 78 79 80 
CARTE 3 CARTE 4 
Vl-
?~ 
" 
" D 
Partie C De8cription de mon pèr~. 
Concentrez -vous sur l' image qu i vous vient à l' idée l orsque vous pen8e~ 
à votrG père . 
Prene~ ensuite l e premier item de la l iste et, posez-vous la ques tion 
8uivan t e : "Est-ce que Je pourrais utiliser cet item pour décrire la. manière he. -
bituel l e de mon p~re d'etre ou dèll.~éa avec Ica gens?". 
Après avoir inscri t '0' ou ' N' dans la case appropriée, pr enez l'item 
suivan t e t reposez-vous l a même-questi;n . 
Page 2 ?age 3 Page 4 Page 5 Pa.ge 6 Page 7 
01 16 31 46 01 16 
02 17 32 47 02 17 
03 18 33 48 03 18 
04 19 34 49 04 19 
05 20 35 50 05 20 
06 21 36 51 06 21 ua Q) 
Ga 
'" 07 22 37 52 07 22 u 
Ga 
Q) 
08 23 38 53 08 23 u 
Ga 
09 24 39 54 09 24 â "t:I 
10 25 40 55 10 25 
Il 26 41 56 11 26 
12 27 42 57 12 27 
13 28 43 58 13 28 z 
14 29 44 59 14 
15 30 45 60 15 
N'écrivez rien dans ces cases 
1 1 1 1 1 Il! 1 
72 73 74 75 76 77 78 79 80 
] 
CARTE 5 CARTE 6 
·7.;.. 
73 
7'# 
?Ç 
7' 
~n 
'7.f 
71 
1'0 
Partie D : Description de ma mère 
Concentrez-vous à l'ims~e qai vous vient à l'idée lorsque vous pensez 
à votre mère . 
Prenez ensuite le premier item de la liste et, posez -vous la quest i on 
suivante : "Ea t-ce que je pourt'ais utiliser cet item pour décrire la manière ha-
bi tue 11e de ma mère d' être ou cl' ag1 r avec Les &~!l8 1". 
Après avoir inscrit 10' ou ' N I dans la case appropriée, prenez l'item 
suivant et r eposez-vous la mêmEI-quesU-;;-n. 
Page 2 Page 3 ;LJage 4 Page 5 Page 6 
01 16 31 46 01 16 
02 17 32 47 02 17 
03 18 33 48 03 18 
04 19 34 49 04 19 
05 20 35 50 05 20 
06 21 36 51 06 2i 
07 22 37 52 07 22 
08 23 38 53 08 23 
09 24 39 54 09 24 
10 25 40 55 10 25 
11 26 41 56 11 26 
12 27 42 57 12 27 
13 28 43 58 13 28 
14 29 44 59 14 
15 30 45 60 15 
dans ces case s 
-1 
1 1 J 
76 77 78 79 60 
CARTE 7 CARTE 8 
rlS 
Appendix B 
Analysis of varian~~ 
for role and character variables 
SUffi of 
Squares 
Main effects 44.558 
Age 38.827 
Group 2.271 
Interaction 83.390 
Total 13027.610 
SUffi of 
Squares 
Main effects 223.579 
Age 222.033 
Group .744 
Interaction 326.572 
Total 9322.662 
Table 1 
Analysis of variance for 
role-self-dominance 
Degree of Mean 
freedom Square 
3 14. 853 
2 19.413 
1 2.271 
2 41. 695 
130 100.212 
Table 2 
Analysi s of variance for 
role - sel f - aff iliation 
Degree of Mean 
freedom Square 
3 74.526 
2 111.016 
1 .744 
2 163.286 
130 71. 713 
80 
F Significance 
of F 
.144 .999 
.188 .999 
.022 .999 
.404 .999 
F Significance 
of F 
1.062 .368 
1.582 .208 
.011 .999 
2.327 .• 100 
SUffi of 
Squares 
Main effects 166.321 
Age 149.956 
Group 30.793 
Interaction 16.755 
Total 20068.514 
SUffi of 
Squares 
Main effects 1372.872 
Age 298.129 
Group 782.121 
Interaction 399.916 
Total 20194.440 
Table 3 
Analysis of varim1ce for 
rol e -partner-dcminance 
Degree of Mean 
freedom Square 
3 55.440 
2 74.978 
1 30.793 
2 8.378 
130 154.373 
Table li 
Analysis of variance for 
role-partner-affiliation 
Degree of Mean 
freedoffi Square 
3 457.624 
2 149.064 
1 782.121 
2 199.958 
130 155.342 
8'1 
F Significance 
of F 
.348 .999 
.471 .999 
.194 .999 
.053 .999 
F Significance 
of F 
3.105 .028 
1.011 .368 
5.307 .022 
1.357 .• 260 
SUffi of 
Squares 
Main effects 447.007 
Age 203.243 
Group 266.279 
Interaction 627.003 
Total 18071.924 
SUffi of 
Squares 
Main effects 188.416 
Age 187.079 
Group 19.231 
Interaction 220.213 
Total 22606.344 
Table 5 
Analys i s of variance for 
role-father-dominance 
De gree of Mean 
freedom Square . 
3 149.002 
2 101.621 
1 266.279 
2 313.502 
130 139.015 
Table 6 
Analysis of variance for 
role-father-affiliation 
Degree of Mean 
freedoffi Square 
3 62.805 
2 93.540 
1 19.231 
2 110.107 
130 173.895 
82 
F Significance 
of F 
1.096 .354-
.747 .999 
1.958 .161 
2.305 .102 
F Significance 
of F 
.354 .999 
.527 .999 
.108 .999 
.620 .• 999 
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Tabl e 7 
Analy s i s of variance for 
rol e-mother-dominance 
Sum of Degree of Mean F Significance 
Squares freedom Square of F 
Main effects 385.461 3 128. 487 . 869 .999 
Age 180.530 2 90.265 .610 .999 
Group 274.958 1 274.958 1. 859 .172 
Interaction 392.328 2 196.164 1. 326 .268 
Total 19269.663 130 148.228 
Table 8 
Analysis of variance for 
role-mother-affiliation 
Sum of Degree of Mean F Significance 
Squares freedom Square of F 
Main effects 99.234 3 33.078 .190 .999 
Age 83.793 2 41. 897 .241 .999 
Group 29.907 1 29.907 .172 .999 
Interaction 145.739 2 72.869 .419 .• 999 
Total 21985.482 130 169.119 
8'h 
Table 9 
Analysis of variance for 
chara cter- self 
SUffi of De gree of Mean F Significance 
Squares freedom Square of F 
Main effects 169.647 3 56.549 .927 .999 
Age 85.642 2 42.821 .702 .999 
Group 74.395 1 74.395 1. 219 .271 
Interaction 267.411 2 133.706 2.192 .114 
Total 8062.660 130 62.021 
Table 10 
Analysis of variance for 
character-part ner 
Sum of Degree of Mean F Significance 
Squares freedom Square of F 
Main effects 186.555 3 62.185 . • 448 .999 
Age 106.793 2 53.397 .385 .999 
Group 47.496 1 47.496 .342 .999 
Interaction 83.135 2 41.568 .299 .• 999 
Total 17627.817 130 135.599 
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Table 11 
Anal ysis of var i ance for 
cha r a cter- fathe r 
Sum of Degree of Mean F Significance 
Squares freedom Square of F 
Main effects 371.389 J 123.796 1.030 . .382 
Age 312.825 2 156.413 1.302 .275 
Group 13.329 1 13.329 .111 .999 
Interaction 2.456 2 1. 228 .010 .999 
Total 15390.744 130 118.390 
Table 12 
Analysis of variance for 
character-mother 
Sum of Degree of Mean F Significance 
Squares freedom Square of F 
Main effects 882.945 3 294.315 2.979 .033 
Age 675.067 2 337.534 3.417 .035 
Group 116.315 1 116.315 1.177 .280 
Interaction 240.571 2 120.285 1.218 .• 299 
Total 13471. 172 130 103.624 
Appendix C 
Profiles of means for roles 
on the Terci axes 
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Fig. 13 - Profiles of means for roles on the axes of 
the Terci for the 13 to 15-year-old pregnant adoles-
cent (U) and peer (p ) groups. 
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Fig. 14 - Profiles of means for roles on the axes of 
the Terci for the 16 to 19-year-old pregnant adoles-
cent (U) and peer (p) groups. 
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Fi g . 15 - Profiles of means for roles on the axes 
of the Terci for the 20 to 22-year-old pregnant 
adolescent (U) and peer (p) groups. 
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Fig. 16 - Profiles of means for roles for the total 
pregnant adolescent (U) and peer (p) (';roups. 
.90 
Appendix D 
Analysis of variance 
f or relationship variables 
92 
Tabl e 13 
Analysis of variance for 
subj ect - part ner-relationship for dominance 
Sum of De gree of Mean F Significance 
Squares freedom Square of F 
Main effects 91896. 544 3 30632.18 1 .664 .999 
Age 87992.252 2 43996.126 .953 .999 
Group 2593.831 1 2593.831 .056 .999 
Interaction 711.907 2 355.953 .008 .999 
Total 5862324.244 130 45094.802 
Table 14 
Analysis of variance for 
subject -partner-relationship for af filiation 
Sum of Degree of Mean F Significance 
Squares freedom Square of F 
Main effects 21790.706 3 7263.569 .307 .999 
Age 3755.408 2 1877.704 .079 .999 
Group 19265.930 1 19265.930 .81h .999 
Interaction 25397.035 2 12698.518 .537 .• 999 
Total 3003960.809 130 23107.391 
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Table 15 
Analysis of vari~~ce for 
subj ect-father-relationship fo r dominanc e 
Sum of Degree of Mean F Significance 
Squares fre e dom Square of F 
Main effects 51003.865 3 17001. 288 .615 .999 
Age 44960.681 2 22480.341 .813 . 999 
Group 9266.772 1 9266.772 .335 .999 
Interaction 39591.916 2 19795 0958 .716 .999 
Total 3544898.107 130 27268 . 447 
Table 16 
Analysi s of variance for 
subject-father-relationship for affiliation 
Sum of Degree of Mean F Significance 
Squares freedom Square of F 
Main effects 59175.828 3 19725.276 1.161 .327 
Age 59138 . 990 2 29569.495 1.740 .178 
Group 2723.775 1 2723.775 .160 .999 
Interaction 17922.155 2 8961. 078 .527 .• 999 
Total 2201066.595 130 16931. 282 
94 
Table l'? 
Analysis of varjancc for 
subject-mother-relationship for dominance 
Sum of Degre e of Mean F Significance 
Squares freedom Square . of F 
Main effects 8782.027 3 2927.342 .137 .999 
Age 6544.348 2 3272.174 .153 .999 
Group 2612.330 1 2612.330 .122 .999 
Interaction 59337.893 2 29668.946 1.386 .253 
Total 2743463.557 130 21103.566 
Table 18 
Analysis of variance for 
subject-mother-relationship for affiliation 
Sum of Degree of Mean F Significance 
Squares freedom Square of F 
Main effects 28003.943 3 9334.648 .537 .999 
Age 27227.803 2 13613.901 .783 .999 
Group 2.371 1 2.371 .000 .999 
Interaction 11730.997 2 5865.498 .337 .• 999 
Total 2214154.244 130 17031.956 
95 
Table 19 
Anal ysis of variance for 
f a t her-mother-relationship for dominance 
Sum of Degree of Mean F Significance 
Squares freedom Square of F 
Main effects 154971.148 3 51657.049 1. 260 .290 
Age 73842.74.2 2 36921. 371 .901 .999 
Group 82562.912 1 82562.912 2.014- .155 
Interaction 255953.763 2 127976.881 3.122 .046 
Total 553ll.825.511 130 ll.2575.581 
Table 20 
Analysis of variance for 
father-mother-relationship for aff il i ation 
Sum of Degree of Mean F Significance 
Squares freedom Square of F 
Main effects 78705.724 3 26235.241 .443 .999 
Age 33249.491 2 1662h.746 .280 .999 
Group 26412.458 1 26412.458 .446 .999 
Interaction 107982.094 2 53991.047 .911 .• 999 
Total 7596870.305 130 58437.464 
Appendix E 
Profiles of means for relationships 
on the Terci axes 
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Fig. 17 - Profiles of means for relation ship s on the axes of 
the Terci for the 13 to 15-year-old pregnant adolescent (u) 
and peer (p ) groups. 
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Fig. 18 - Profiles of means for relationships on the axes of 
the Terci for the 16 ta 19-year-old pregnant adolescent (U) 
and peer (p ) groups . 
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the Terci for the 20 to 22-year-old pregnant adolescent (u) 
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Appendix F 
Analysis of variance 
for cost variables 
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Table 21 
Analysis of vari ance for 
cost-subj ect-partner-relationship 
Sum of Degree of Mean F Significance 
Squares freedom Square of F 
Main effects 63809.308 3 21269.769 . 419 .999 
Age 54268.911 2 27134.456 .535 .999 
Group 10190.581 1 10190.581 .201 .999 
Interaction 28100.143 2 14050.072 .277 .999 
Total 6435318.901 130 49502.453 
Table 22 
Analysis of variance for 
cost-subject-father-relationship 
Sum of Degree of Mean F Significance 
Squares freedom Square of F 
Main effects 48448.468 3 161l..L9.489 .647 .999 
Age 31116.299 2 15558.150 .623 .999 
Group 23803.656 1 23803.656 .953 .999 
Interaction 61345.375 2 30672.687 1. 228 .• 296 
Total 3231906.580 130 24860.820 
102 
Table 23 
Anal ysis of variance for 
cost - subj ect-mother- relationshi p 
Sum of Degree of Mean F Significance 
Squares freedom Square . of F 
Main effects 110783.210 3 36927.737 2. 2L~3 .085 
Age 107478.102 2 53739.051 3.263 .040 
Group 3108.545 1 3108.545 .189 .999 
Interaction 115458.346 2 57729.173 3.506 e032 
Total 2284627.969 130 17574.061 
Table 24 
Analysis of variance for 
co st-father-mother-relationship 
Sum of De gree of Mean F Significance 
Squares freedo m Square of F 
Main effects 378409 .029 3 126136.343 1.820 .146 
Age 228295.390 2 114147.695 1.647 .195 
Group 94861. 293 1 94861. 293 1.368 .243 
Interaction 149429.651 2 74714.825 1.078 .• 344 
Total 9192900.916 130 70714.622 
Appendix G 
Analysis of variance for the 
satisfaction, de~endence, 
and attitude towards change variables 
Table 25 
Analysis of variance 
f or satisfaction 
Sum of Degr ee of Mean F Significance 
Squares freedom Square of F 
Main effects 323025.566 3 107675.189 . 889 .999 
Age 87684 . 180 2 43842.090 .362 .999 
Group 167235.204 1 167235.204 1.381 .240 
Interaction 134742.710 2 67371.355 .556 .999 
Total 15595686.977 130 119966 . 823 
Table 26 
Analysi s of variance 
for dependence 
Sum of Degree of Mean F Significance 
Squares freedom Square of F 
Main effects 4504.839 3 1501. 613 .01J.3 .999 
Age 827.853 2 413.926 .012 .999 
Group 2677.103 1 2677.103 .076 .999 ' 
Interaction 87927.236 2 43963.618 1.248 .• 290 
Total 4496717.969 130 34590.138 
105 
'rabl e 2'7 
Analysis of variru1ce for 
attitude towards change 
Sum of Degree of Mean F Significance 
Squares freedom Square of F 
Main effects 2009.53 • .578 3 66984 • .526 • .526 .999 
Age .51798.668 2 2.5899.334 .203 .999 
Group 106282.431 1 106282. 431 .83.5 .999 
Interaction 217.566 • .549 2 108783.274 .8.54 .999 
Total 16337010.840 130 12.5669.314 
Appendix H 
Means and standard deviations 
for the variables of the Terci 
Table 28 
The means and standard deviations 
for roles 
on the dominance and affiliation axes of the Terci 
for groups 1 and 2 at the three age levels 
Age Group Subject Partner 
Dom . Aff . Dom. Aff . 
1 
- 5 . 96 * - 2 . 26 7.55 2. 1'7 
N= 7 8 . 33 ** 6. 86 7.95 9.60 
13- 15 
2 
-6. 49 4.37 8.21 -.924 
N= 18 10.40 10.71 10.56 12.57 
1 
-7 . 50 4.86 8.16 -8.33 
N=49 8.24 7.39 13.83 12.47 
16-19 
2 
-7.89 2.68 6.80 -1. 75 
N=35 11.59 8.63 10.85 11.90 
1 
- 10.55 6.08 11.07 -8.31 
N=9 14.18 9.94 16.77 10.1 9 
20-22 
2 
-6.69 7 . 28 9.90 -1.46 
N= 13 9.98 6.96 13.43 13.13 
Total 1 -7. 75 4 . 26 8 .50 -7.20 
2 -7.33 4 . 05 7.79 -1.47 
*IVIean 
**Standard deviation 
Group 1 - pregnant adolescent group 
Gr oup 2 - peer group 
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rrable 28 
(continued) 
The means and standard deviations 
fo r ro l es 
on the dominance and affiliation axes of the Terci 
for groups 1 and 2 at the three age levels 
Age Group Father Mother 
Dom. Aff. Dom. Aff. 
1 7.58* -4 . 52 -6.94 1.41 
6.21 *.* 14.29 8.)4 N=7 11.8) 
1)-15 
2 8.18 -5.69 -1.16 5.17 
N=18 6.60 8.97 6.47 7.02 
1 4.78 -2 . 77 -2.0) 4.02 
N=1J.9 1).57 14.49 11092 14.75 
16-19 
2 10.6) -).01 -1.46 2.4) 
N=)5 11.49 12.47 11.94 1).80 
1 7.92 -8.99 -9.94 7.17 
N=9 11.25 15.70 22.)1 1).)0 
20-22 
2 1.91 -2.)9 -.)25 4.0) 
N=l) 11.82 1).70 10.)4 1).)) 
1 5.52 -). 82 -).65 4.18 Total 
2 8.25 -).62 -1.15 ).49 
*fI1ean 
*~!-Standard deviation 
Group 1 - pregnant adolescent group 
Group 2 - peer group 
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Age 
13-15 
16-19 
20-22 
* Mean 
Table 29 
The means and standard deviations 
for character 
of self, partner, father and mother 
for group 1 and 2 at the three age level s 
Group 
1 
N=7 
2 
N=18 
1 
N=49 
2 
N=35 
1 
N=9 
2 
N=13 
Subject 
9.78 
7.13 
14.50 
8 .25 
12.15 
7.32 
14.53 
7.95 
18.16 
9.78 
13.54 
7.45 
~~ 
** 
Partner 
12.28 
7.17 
14.60 
10.78 
17.38 
13 . 30 
15.18 
8.53 
17.41 
16.13 
16.47 
12.94 
Father 
12.69 
12.08 
12.50 
8.00 
17.07 
11.30 
16.43 
11.64 
17.22 
14.19 
16.05 
7.65 
** Standard deviation 
Group 1 - pregnant adolescent group 
Group 2 - peer group 
109 
Mother 
12.76 
8.85 
9.85 
q,.26 
15.87 
11.10 
15.66 
9.43 
22.93 
15.89 
15.25 
7.10 
Table JO 
The means and standard deviations 
for relationship s 
for groups 1 and 2 at the three age levels 
Age Group S-p relationshi2 S-F relationshi2 
Dom . Aff. Dom. Aff. 
-66.28 * -5.14 -80.42 -5J.14, 1 
** 59.47 96.85 81.1L} N = 7 98.J8 
lJ-15 
2 -82.11 -43.16 -58 .44 -44.72 
N = 18 219.34 154.30 108. 07 140.64 
1 -85.10 -53.10 -46.4·6 -17.44 
N = 49 168.88 177.42 130 0 00 109.58 
16-19 
2 -90.85 -11.91 -89.02 -21.31 
N = 35 193 0 88 115.42 246.65 120.14 
1 -144.88 -59.77 -41.44 -109.22 
N = 9 360.97 107.02 152.44 226.27 
20-22 
2 -160.92 -37.07 .692 -47.92 
N = 13 316.76 198.98 105.57 150.39 
~f- r/1ean 
** Standard deviation 
Group 1 - pregnant adolescent group 
Group 2 - peer group 
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Table 30 
(continued) 
The means and standard deviations 
for relationships 
for groups 1 and 2 at the three age levels 
.Age Group S-M relationshiQ F-M relationshiQ 
Dom. Aff. 
1 87.71 * 22.00 
-l!-* N = 7 135.96 30.70 
13-15 
2 6.278 21.50 
N = 18 91.87 119.21 
1 26.38 8.95 
N = 49 115.01 135.16 
16-19 
2 14.51 -2.17 
N = 35 149.81 123.44 
1 -34.44 18.55 
N = 9 337.88 198.61 
20-22 
2 35.00 60.15 
N = 13 95.53 134.33 
* r.1ean 
** Standard deviation 
Group 1 - pregnant adolescent group 
Group 2 - peer group 
Dom. Aff. 
-54.71 -70.14 
80.41 180.21 
5.94 -56.11 
72.71 119.51 
- 35.69 -106 0 61 
186.01 293.53 
- 36.48 -107.17 
155.84 250.31 
-232.66 -166.22 
547.83 157.60 
12.61 -7.84 
94.75 205.66 
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Table 31 
The means and standard deviations 
for cost 
for the four relationships 
for groups 1 and 2 at the three age levels 
Age Group S-p relationship S-F relationship S-M relationship 
1 * 87. 42** 101.28 100.42 
N = 7 97.17 121.75 131.07 
13-15 
2 173.50 139.83 116.88 
N = 18 221.75 128.22 93.35 
1 163.57 133.85 131.49 
N = 49 207.19 114.62 121.00 
16-19 
2 170.31 184.34 149.80 
N = 35 172.24 221.22 121.65 
1 215.00 215.33 289.66 
N = 9 342.42 193.81 246.97 
20-22 
2 212.84 145.92 145.61 
N = 13 346.82 114.92 97.11 
* Mean 
** Standard deviation 
Group 1 - pregnru1t adolescent group 
Group 2 - peer group 
F-M relationship 
122.71 
175.05 
102.66 
108.62 
225.06 
286.19 
200.48 
242.39 
372.77 
510.70 
164.84 
148.61 
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Table 32 
The means and standard deviations 
for satisfaction , dependence 
and the attitude tOVlards change 
for groups 1 and 2 at the three age levels 
Age Group Satisfaction Dependence Attitude 
* 1 3.5.28 13.28 34 . 28 
194.82 ** 57.66 177. 34 N = 7 
13-15 
2 -70 .8 3 -45.11 -81.94 
N = 18 237.23 200. 89 307.27 
1 61.49 -30. 85 21.75 
N = 49 354.87 163.43 )41.10 
16-19 
2 30.17 -3.31 18.97 
N = 35 312.09 138 .• 71 297.99 
1 157.77 37.44 138.00 
N = 9 595.74 262.97 573.50 
20-22 
2 -48.00 - 66.92 -81.23 
N = 13 382.70 317.36 490.62 
* Mean 
** Standard devia tion 
Gr oup 1 - p r egnant adolescent group 
Gr oup 2 - peer group 
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